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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1. In response filed July 14, 2006, claims 1-10 are pending. The applicant states 
that U.S. Pub No. 2002/0032633 (Okumura) as being assigned to the same Fujitsu 
Limited and is published after the filing date of the present application and is therefore 
not available as prior art under U.S.C. §103 is persuasive. Therefore, previous rejection 
involving Okumura (2002/0032633) has been withdrawn; a new rejection is presented 
herein. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed July 14, 2006 with regards to claims 3, 6 and 9 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

3. As per claim 3, the applicant argue that Yamaji does not teach that the server 
selectively transmits the information to the customers as recited in the claim. The 
Examiner respectfully disagrees, while it might be true that Yamaji discloses that 
customers are able to opt for notification or not the server is still selectively transmitting 
information to the customers. The server is selecting what kind of information to 
transmit to the customers (based on the customer's preferences) and selecting the 
customer who have opted for notifications as opposed to the customer who have not to 
transmit the information to. [0073], [0074] Therefore, Yamaji combined with Barni teach 
that the server selectively transmits the information to the customers. 
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4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7 and 10 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat No. 6,064,981 to Barni et al in view of U.S. Pat No. 
5,794,207 to Walker et al. 

Referring to claims 1, 4, 7: Barni et al discloses the following 
A price information mediating process for providing selling price information of at 
least one product supplier to at least one user: said process comprising the steps of: 

a) receiving product search conditions from said user; (col 5: lines 36-50) 

b) retrieving a normal selling price of a desired product from storage means in 
accordance with said product search condition from said user, said storage means 
including normal selling price information which have been pre-registered by said 
product supplier; (col 2: lines 2-4; col 5: lines 19-21) 

c) sending said retrieved normal selling price to said user; (col 6: lines 3-6) 
Barni et al does not expressly disclose the following: 
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d) receiving and maintaining a desired purchasing price presented by said user 
even after a current session is finished; and 

e) selectively sending said desired purchasing price to said product supplier 
when the desired purchasing price presented by said user matches a condition about 
the selling price presented by the product supplier, while selectively sending product 
information to said user when a new product satisfying the desired purchasing price is 
offered by an arbitrary product supplier. 

Walker disclose that buyers log on establish a CPO and search for the subject 
that they are interested in and the CPO is saved for presenting to the suppliers even if 
the buyers log off the system, (col 15: lines 46-50; col 16: lines 3-7, 49). 

Walker teaches selectively sending said desired purchasing price to said product 
supplier when the desired purchasing price presented by said user mates a condition 
about the selling price presented by the product supplier by disclosing that the central 
controller to display CPO only to the most appropriate sellers, (col 18: lines 19-20) 
Walker also teaches selectively sending product information to said user when a new 
product satisfying the desired purchasing price is offered by an arbitrary product 
supplier by disclosing that any number of sellers can respond to the buyer's CPO and 
any number of responses can be submitted up to the buyer's willing purchase price, (col 
20: lines 5-15) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to selectively inform suppliers when the selling 
price meets the buyer's buying price. Barni et al provides specific motivation by 



Application/Control Number: 09/942,912 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3639 

disclosing a system that allows price negotiation and already has the feature of notifying 
winning suppliers who meets the buyer's buying price. 
Referring to claims 2 and 5: 

A price information mediating process for providing selling price information of at 
least one product supplier to at least one user: said process comprising the steps of: 

a) receiving product search conditions from said user; (col 5: lines 36-50) 

b) retrieving a normal selling price of a desired product from storage means in 
accordance with said product search condition from said user, said storage means 
including normal selling price information and allowable discount selling price 
corresponding to said normal selling price which have been pre-registered by said 
product supplier; (col 2: lines 2-4; col 5: lines 19-21) 

c) sending said retrieved normal selling price to said user; (col 6: lines 3-6) 

d) receiving a desired purchasing price presented by said user; and (col 2: lines 
14-17; col 5: lines 31-35; col 6: lines 22-25) 

Barni et al disclose an negotiating system that allows the suppliers the freedom 
to set their own price and therefore making sure that the purchasing price is higher than 
the selling price. If the supplier does not like the purchase price, he has the option of 
not enter in to contract with the buyer. However, Barni et al does not expressly disclose 

e) comparing the desired purchasing price with the allowable discount selling 
price and selectively sending said desired purchasing price to said product supplier if 
said desired purchase price is greater than said allowable discount selling price, (col 2: 
lines 14-17; col 5: lines 31-35; col 6: lines 22-25) 
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walker discloses that the central controller transmits the display only to the most 
appropriate sellers (col 18: lines 19-20), and since the buyer inputs the desired price 
when the CPO is submitted(col 16: line 49), then the central controller is capable of 
sending the CPO to the appropriate sellers when the CPO price is higher than the 
supplier's price. 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to selectively inform suppliers when the selling price 
meets the buyer's buying price. Barni et al provides specific motivation by disclosing a 
system that allows price negotiation and already has the feature of notifying winning 
suppliers who meets the buyer's buying price. 

Barni et al disclose the following: 

Referring to claim 8: 

The server as claimed in Claim 7, wherein said storage means also stores 
allowable discount selling price corresponding to said normal selling price which have 
been pre-registered by said product supplier, said second sending means determines 
whether said desired purchasing price is greater than said allowable discount selling 
price and sends said desired purchasing price to said product supplier when said 
second sending means determines that said desired purchasing price is greater than 
said allowable discount selling price, (col 2: lines 14-17; col 5: lines 31-35; col 6: lines 
22-25) 

Referring to claim 10: 

The server as claimed in claim 7, further comprising: 
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Fourth receiving means for receiving selling permission reporting information 
from the shop terminal; and (col 6: lines 13-18) 

Third sending means for sending said selling permission reporting information to 
said user terminal, (col 6: lines 1-6) 

7. Claims 3, 6, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Barni et al in view of U.S. Pub No 2002/001061 1 to Yamaji et al. 

As per claims 3 and 6, Barni discloses the following limitations: 
Receiving product search conditions from said user; (col 5: lines 36-50) 
Retrieving a normal selling price of a desired product from first storage means in 

accordance with said product search condition from said user, said first storage means 

including normal selling price information which have been pre-registered by said 

product supplier; (col 2: lines 2-4; col 5: lines 19-21) 

Sending said retrieved normal selling price to said user; (col 6: lines 3-6) 
Receiving a desired purchasing price presented by said user; (col 2: lines 14-17; 

col 5: lines 31-35; col 6: lines 22-25) 

Storing said desired purchasing price in second storage means; (col 8: lines 14- 

18) 

Receiving a request for updating said normal selling price stored in said first 
storage means; and (Fig 3) 

Barni does not disclose the system notifying users in case normal selling price 
takes a value less than the desired purchase price after a seller update. 
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Yamaji discloses in his application that the customers can choose notification 
options. For example, automatic notification when discount rate changes by a 
predetermined value or more, notification in the case where a more advantageous 
condition occurs on another date of delivery, etc. [0074] Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Barni's invention to include a notification option. One would be motivated to 
perform such modification to assist the users in obtaining the best price for a desired 
product. 

As per claim 9, Barni discloses means for receiving a request for updating normal 
selling price. (Fig 3) 

Barni does not disclose the system notifying users in case normal selling price 
takes a value less than the desired purchase price after a seller update. 

Yamaji discloses in his application that the customers can choose notification 
options. For example, automatic notification when discount rate changes by a 
predetermined value or more, notification in the case where a more advantageous 
condition occurs on another date of delivery, etc. [0074] Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Barni's invention to include a notification option. One would be motivated to 
perform such modification to assist the users in obtaining the best price for a desired 
product. 



Conclusion 
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8. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of 
the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rutao Wu whose telephone number is (571)272-3136. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571)272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



rw 



/JOHN W. HAYES 
SUPERVISORY FWENT EXAMINER 




